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Continuation of Disposition of Claims: Claims pending in the application are 1-5,7-9,13,14,17-19,21,22,24,25,27-29,31- 
33,35,37,38,42.43,46-48,50-52,54-61.64-71,74,76-79 and 81-89. 



Continuation of Disposition of Claims: Claims rejected are 1-5,7-9,13.14,17-19,21.22.24,25,27-29,31-33,35,37,38,42,43,46- 
48,50-52,54-61,64-71,74.76-79 and 81-89. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This communication is in response to amendment filed 10/13/05. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Claims 1, 52, 54, 71, 76 and 84 have been amended. New claims 85-89 have been added. 
Claims 1-5,7-9,13,14,17-19,21,22,24,25,27-29,31-33,35,37,38,42,43,46-48,50-52,54- 

61,64-71,74,76-79 and 81-89 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejections. 



Claim Objections 

4. Claims 71, 84, 85 and 87 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent 
form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

5. The test applied for a proper dependent claim is whether the dependent claim includes 
every limitations of the parent claim. In this instance, Claim 84 is directed to an asset record (a 
product), while claim 52 is directed to an apparatus or a system. Claim 84 does not contain each 
and every elements of the system recited in claim 52. A product can infringe on the "asset 
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record" of claim 84 without infringing the apparatus used to create it, namely the system of 
claim 52. 

6. The test for proper dependent claim is whether the dependent claim includes every 
limitation of the parent claim. The test is not whether the claims differ in scope. A proper 
dependent claim shall not conceivably be infringed by anything which would not also infringe 
the basic claim. 

7. Claims 71, 85 and 87 are similarly analyzed as improper claims objected on the same 
rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 71, 84 and 87 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 

non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 71, 74, 84 and 87 are rejected under 35 USC § 101 because the claimed 
inventions are directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 84 and 87 are directed to 
disembodied data structure which are per se are not statuatory {In re Warmerdam, No. 93-1294 
(Fed. Cir. August 11, 1994)). The examiner suggests to redraft the claims to include a computer- 
readable medium so that the claimed software in combination with a computer-readable medium 
will be capable of producing a useful, concrete and tangible result. A claim to a computer- 
readable medium encoded with functional descriptive material that can function with a computer 
to effect a practical application that results in a useful, concrete and tangible result (i.e. executing 
a stock transaction or generating an investment portfolio) satisfies section 101. See U.S. Patent 
5,710,578 to Beauregard et al. 
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As an example, claim 84 is directed to :an asset record" stored on a computer readable 
medium and is readable by a processor. However, there is no functionality associated with the 
record itself even if it is read by the processor(s). Therefore, claim is treated as being directed to 
a non-functional data structure. Claim 87 is also interpreted in a similar manner as being 
directed to a non- functional data structure. 

Claims 71 and 74 are similarly analyzed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 25, 27, 28-29,31-33,35, 37, 38,42,43,47-48, 50, 51 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for faihng to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The aforementioned claims are rejected because it is unclear how these claims further 
limit independent claim 1 upon which they depend. For example, per claim 27, "the current 
ovraer" is a not a process or action, altematively, the method as recited in claim 1 does not 
dependent upon who manages the read and write privileges. 

Regarding claim 28 the process of recording and storing ..pertaining to transactions does 
not functionally relate to any process step of independent claim 1. Dependent claims 29,31- 
33,35, 37-38,42,43,47-48 also inherit same deficiency. 

Claim 51 also recites similar limitation as claim 27. 
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Claim 29 and dependent claims recite features of "a transaction" pertaining to the asset 
which cannot be functionally related to any process step of claim 1. This deficiency 
renders the functional relationship of claims 29 and dependent claims to their 
independent claim 1 undefined and unclear. 

Claim 27 recites "the current owner" , claim 37 recites "the change in the status" claim 
46 recites "the various entities". All these limitations lack positive antecedent basis in the 
parent claim. 

Claim 25 recites phrase "may be" and claim 50 recites phrase "can be" which renders the 
claims indefinite because the scope of the claim cannot be ascertained with any degree of 
defmiteness. 

Claims 71, 74, 84: An asset record which is stored on a computer readable medium being 
readable by one or more processor to grant read or write access.., however, there is no 
structural limitation of the asset record which would impart the recited functionality. 
Claim 85: recites one or more computer-readable memories .."to perform the method 
recited in claim 1". (see claim 84). Since the functionality is recited only in terms of 
intended use, this claim is readable on any computer-readable memory or memories 
which contain a computer program ..or instructions that is executable. It is recommended 
that "to perform" should be changed to "performs" in claim 84. 
1 1 . Claim 86 recites the limitation "means for recording and categorizing.." . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is assumed that the applicant 
intended this claim to depend upon claim 55. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

13. Claims 1-5, 7-9, 13-14, 22, 25, 27, 28, 46, 52, 54-61, 65, 76-77, 79, 81, 86, 88 and 89 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Logan (WO 97/24687 (Logan). 

14. As per claim 1-5, 7-9, 13-14, 22, 25, 27, 28, 46, 52, 54-61, 65, 76-77, 79, 81, 86, 88 and 
89 Logan discloses a method for recording information related to assets throughout a life cycle 
of the asset, the method comprises: 

assigning a unique identifier to the asset: 
(p.27 and p. 27 L 23- L 12, refer to Product ID) 

recording information related to the asset in an electronic registry, wherein the 
information is associated with the unique identifier: 

(p. 29, General Product Definitions, Data Servers 107 stores information related to products) 

categorizing the information related to the asset into multiple attributes; 

(p. 28, "Product Parameters" and p. 29, refer to "product category") 

managing read and write privileges to the electronic asset registry for a plurality of 

entities wherein the managing of read and write privileges is accomplished using one or more 

processors or computer devices; and 
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(p. 24, "requests for reads, writes, and updates.."; "information defined at the highest level. . .by a 
limited number of individuals having access to that level. highest level of priority and security, p. 
30 Definition of Products at Highest Level, here "authority to define a product" implies 
"write" privilege and "made available to the various node systems 28" implies that the users at 
these nodes have "read" privilege) 

providing access to asset attributes to entities that have interest in the asset 
wherein an entity having write privileges for a first attribute of the asset can write data related 
to a change in the first attribute of the asset to the asset registry, and an entity having read 
privileges for a second attribute of the asset can read data related to the second attribute, 
(refer to detailed description at p. 27-39, which provides access rights of product parameters at 
various levels.) 

Claims 2, 3 and 76-77: information ..asset is recorded over the entire life cycle of the 
asset/ only a portion of a life cycle of the asset, (see product start date and stop date, p. 28 L 12 
also refer to Package Termination p. 50) 

Claim 4: asset includes multiple components, (refer to p. 38). 

Claim 5: information related to the asset includes data corresponding to each component 
part, (see General Product Definition). 

Claim 7: asset is a multi-vendor asset (see p. 52 Customer- Account-Service Linking). 

Claim 8: information related to the asset includes data corresponding to each sub- 
asset..(Refer to p. 41 Package Liformation). 

Claim 9: information related to the asset includes data identifying a manufacturer of the 
asset (Package Liformation, p.41). 
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Claim 13: information related to the asset includes documents associated with the asset 
(Refer to Package Definition). 

Claim 14: documents consists of at least one of the ..specifications (Package Definition). 

Claim 22: entities ..communicate with the asset registry over an electronic network (see 
access system 104 operation p. 16). 

Claim 25: Logan teaches that the identifier may be newly created (see Product parameters 

p. 28). 

Claim 27: Logan teaches that the owner manages the read and write privileges (a 
corporation see p. 27-28, ..standards that are adhered to at all levels of product definitions). 

Claim 28: recording and storing data related to ..transactions pertaining to the asset, 
..change in status of the asset..change in value of asset, ..buying, selling ..disposing of the asset 
(see p. 43 ..revenue split percentage defined as a package parameter.). 

Claim 46: the entities include at least the manufacturer or vendor and the purchase of the 
asset (see entities at various levels or users as defined in Logan). 

Claim 52: refer to analysis of claim 1 which incorporate discussion of functions 
associated with elements "electronic registry", "electronic interface for managing read and write 
privileges" and an electronic interface for providing access to various attributes to a pluraUty of 
entities, (see Figures, 1-16 and detailed description). Note that "wherein" phrase of claim 52 is 
not accorded any patentable weight because it does not alter the structure of the system. 

Claim 54: ..electronic network (see p. 7 and 8, "WAN"). 

Claim 55: Logan teaches a system for recording information related to an asset and 
providing access to the information to interested entities, the system comprises: 
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Means for recording information related to the asset (p. 16 and 17 data directory servers 
106 and database data server 107 v^hich comprises databases storing asset information); 

Means for categorizing the information into various attributes; (p. 28, "Product 
Parameters" and p. 29, refer to "product category" refer to OMS 12 ); 

Means for managing read and v/rite privileges to entities having an interest in the asset; 
(p. 24, "requests for reads, v^ites, and updates.."; "information defined at the highest level. . .by a 
limited number of individuals having access to that level.. highest level of priority and security, p. 
30 Definition of Products at Highest Level, here "authority to define a product" implies 
"write" privilege and "made available to the various node systems 28" implies that the users at 
these nodes have "read" privilege) 

means for providing access to the various attributes of the asset to the entities having an interest 
in the asset: 

(refer to graphical user interface described under "Customer Service Interface", p. 53-54). 
The examiner has treated the "wherein phrase" recites the aforementioned limitation only in 
terms of intended use ( entities can write data, .read data) This intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention fi-om the prior art. If the prior art structure 
is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In a claim drawn to a process 
of making, the intended use must result in a manipulative difference as compared to the prior art. 
See/« re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and/n re Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 939, 
136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). 
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Per claim 86 (depending upon claim 55), Logan teaches that the means referred to in claim are 
embodied on one or more computer-readable memories.. executable by one or more processors. 

Regarding claims 56-61, all elements recited in the subject claims have been explicitly 
shown in Logan reference. Many of these elements correspond to respective method claims 
analyzed previously. 

Claim 65: refer to discussion of term "asset" in previous claims. 

Claims 79, 81: refer to claim 52 analysis, noting that claim 79 does not alter the structure 
of the system of claim 52. 

Claim 88: refer to analysis of claims 1-5 and Database access system 104 Operations p. 

16. 

Claim 89: please refer to analysis of claim 1. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 17-19, 21, 24, 27, 46, 50-51, 64, 66-70, 78, 81-83 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Logan as applied to claim 1 above. 
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Claims 17-19 and 21 : Logan fails to explicitly teach that the product is defined in context 
of assets pertaining to products and services offered by a Cable operator, it is asserted that the 
method and system is also applicable to any type of assets since no patentable distinction is made 
between assets referred to in the subject claims versus those disclosed in Logan patent. 

Claim 24: Logan fails to teach that the network is the Internet. 

Official Notice is taken that communication of product data stored in a database via the Internet 
is old and well known. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to have the entities communicate with the asset registry via the Internet because of 
wide spread access and availability and superior economy offered by the Intemet. 

Claims 27 and 50-51: regarding claims 50 and 51, Logan fails to teach explicitly that the 
read and write privileges can be changes during the cycle of the asset. However, official notice is 
taken that changing read write privileges for sensitive data during life cycle of database is old 
and well known. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have this feature for the management of effective business operation of 
the assets. Claim 27 is rejected on similar grounds. 

Claims 46 and 78 : Logan fails to expHcitly teach that the various entities comprise 
entities identified in the claim. However, it is asserted that the method and system of Logan 
would be usable by any entity since no patentable distinction is made between entities referred to 
in the subject claims versus those disclosed in Logan patent. 

Claim 66, 67 and 64: Logan fails to explicitly teach that one of attributes is legal 
ownership. However, it is asserted that the method and system of Logan would be usable by for 
any attributes since no patentable distinction is made in the claim in terms of the functionality of 
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the method or the structure of the apparatus referred to in the subject claims versus those 
disclosed in Logan patent. 

Claim 64 is similarly analyzed. 

Claims 68-70, 82 and 83 have been analyzed in similar manner as claims 46 and 17-19 

and 21. 

Claim 81 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 52. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAGDISH PATEL whose telephone number is (571) 272-6748. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 800AM-600PM M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (571) 272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 517-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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